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Objection : Even if there is the identity of samvits
why can't there be the non-difference of objects? Why
can't there be the non-difference of the 'samvedya' (known)
with the 'samvit' ?

Reply : There cannot be a real identity because of
the upadhi bheda.   If there is a total difference, there
ought to be the 'avabhasa' of the "vyavritta svabhavata'
(excluded nature) also. But that is not found.

It has been said that the 'anuvritta* (continuant) samvit
is not non-different from the 'vyavritta -'(excluded object)
since it is the nature of the continuant to imply differents,
just as in the case of the akasa which continues to be in the
pot etc. Now, the author ^proceeds to show^that the diffe-
rence between the object and the samvit is also perceptually
arrived at.

According to the Buddhists, vijnana is momentary. As
such the object and its 'samvit' cannot coexist. When they
speak of 'nilatmaka samvit' (consciousness of the nature of
blue) we should take them to mean only 'nilam' (blue).

Even the Buddhists admit that the 'pratyag avabhasa
(awareness of the self) which is immediate and which exclu-
des the object, is different from the 'nilatmaka samvif.

It is well known that ^aham nilam pasyamF (I see the
blue) is an immediate apprehension. The ^ishaya samvit'
and the 'vishayi samvit4 cannot be at the same moment. So,
they admit that the 'aham ullekha' is different from the
^nila^ The blue is the apprehended while the I is tha( which
apprehends.  This difference, then, is immediate.  The
'pratyag avabhasa' is only the 'aham samvedana\ and it